CH. DAMIEN’S SYSTEM. 

french in three MONTHS I 

REVISED EDITION, 1902. 

We have much Pleasure in recommending the above work. 

. b ° 0klet con * :a ' ns the three thousand words, and idioms 
ich are most used in ordinary conversation ; sufficient to 
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E! ’, b ?rench 38 11 1S actua!! y spoken in France 

this a 7 Un f erlies f ach S rou P examples, and we think 
this a cleverly condensed method of teaching the French 

language. 

The Author of French in Three Months also gives Lessons 
in Conversational French to adults, at 

128, CROMWELL ROAD, LONDON, SAV. ; 

AND 

64, ROSSLYN HILL, HAMPSTEAD, N.W. 

Friends of the Ed of this Magazine can testify to his ability 
and agreeable way of teaching. 

The Magnetic Nerve Invigorator Co., 

JONATHAN NICHOLSON, 

22, Budge Row, Cannon Street, 
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Price of Appliances £i Is., £2 2s, S £3 3s. 
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CELESTIAL PHENOMENA. 

By Lady Blount. 

(continued from p. 245). 

THE MIDNIGHT SUN—N. AND S. 

“The Sun and Moon Stood Still.”— Hab. iii. 11. 

The sun’s motion is not only a fact according to the Holy 
Scriptures, but also a fact which is self-evident to our senses 
without any artificial aid. Tully says that the sun is called 
Sol because it is the “ only ” heavenly body of that magni¬ 
tude, and because when it rises it puts out all the other orbs 
and “ only ” appears itself. Both common sense and ex¬ 
perience verify this statement, which is in accord with the 
first chapters of Genesis, wherein we read : “ God made two 
great lights, the greater light to rule the day.’’ 

It seems an undeniable fact that the midnight sun is seen 
in the southern hemisphere (so-called), for we have it on no 
mean authority, viz. : the Perth, W.A., Astronomer Royal, 
the testimony of the crew of the Belgica, and the whole 
exploring party on board the Discovery , that it is thus seen 
in the South as it is in the North. 

Mr. Ernest Cook states in the last letter which I received 
from him, that, “the midnight sun ought to be seen in the 

middle of summer (December).at all places south of 

latitude 66| S. As a matter of fact there is no known 
habitable land in the Antarctic regions, so we hear nothing 
about it, but I read only a few days ago an account of the 
exploring vessel, the Discovery , I think it is called, wherein 
it was stated that the ciCw played cards on deck at midnight 
with the sun shining down upon them on Christmas Eve.’’ 

This corresponds precisely with the accounts which 
we received here in England. In more than one report it 
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was stated that at the termination of a long, night of four 
months duration,they had about two minutes’ daylight, then 
aftei twenty-four hours’ night they had a day that lasted ten 
minutes, and after this the days increased in length,becoming 
longer and longer until the sun remained above their horizon 
foi several months as it is observed during our Summer at 
the N01 th “ Pole regions. I have also received confirmation 
from the Perth Astronomer Royal that there is a star which 
is practically a south “ polar star,” and that the southern 
constellations revolve round a central point as the stars re¬ 
volve at the North Centre. As to the motions of the' 
southern stars, it has been asserted that they cannot rise or 
set because the earth is a globe.” But this is only as¬ 
sertion. The fact which we learn however is, that “certain 
stai s in the extreme south have a different motion from those 
in the North.” 

By modern scientists it is deemed a legitimate deduction 
to conclude that the belief that the earth is a revolving globe 
moving rapidly in an orbit round the sun, with its axis of 
revolution inclined to the plane of the ecliptic, is verified 
by the fact that its “ poles ” are alternately illuminated by a 
long continued day lasting for a period exceeding one hun¬ 
dred ordinary days and nights. 

But let us examine whether this phenomenon will afford 
an) 7 proof in support of the globular theory. In South Sea 
Voyages , by Sir James Clarke Ross, it is stated: “ In lat. 
65° 22 S. long. 172° 4~' E., on Jan 4th, at 9 p.m., the sun’s 
altitude was 4 0 . I he setting sun was a very remarkable 
object, being streaked across by five dark horizontal bands 
of neaily equal breadth, and was flattened in a most irreg¬ 
ular form, by the greater refraction of its lower limb, as it 
touched the horizon at ii° 56' 51". Skimming along to the 
eastward, it almost imperceptibly descended until the lower 
limb disappeared exactly 1 7 minutes and 30 seconds after- 
waids. The difference in the horizontal and vertical diameter 
was found by several measurements to amount to only 5' 21" 
the horizontal being 32' 31", and the vertical diameter 27' 
10, that given in the Nautical Almanac being 32' 34 ,, .’ > 
At p. 20;, vol. 1, it is said: “ In lat. 74° S, long.'171° E, on 
Jan. 22nd, 1841, it was the most beautiful night we had seen 
in these latitudes. The sky was perfectly clear and serene. 
At midnight, 12 o’clock, when the sun was skimming along 
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the southern horizon, at an altitude of 2°, the sky overhead 
was remarked to be of a most intense indigo-blue, becoming 
paler in proportion to the distance fron the Zenith.” 

From these quotations it appears that Lieutenant Wilkes 
saw the sun set at a few minutes before 10 o’clock. Captain 
Ross, a few days before, said that the sun did not entirely 
set or disappear until 14 minutes past 12 o’clock—the sun 
remaining above the horizon two hours longer than it did 
to Lieutenant Wilkes a few days later in consequence of 
*< unusual refraction.” It is not stated whether the sun was 
seen in the northern or southern horizon; but as the earth 
is a plane, and the sun’s path is concentric with the northern 
centre, it was skimming along to the eastward, beyond, or 
on the other side of the northern centre. 

The sun rising at E (the east) would, during the day, 
move from east to west (from E to W) ; but during the night 
it would be seen by the operation of great refraction “ skim¬ 
ming along to the eastward from W to S and E. Captain 
Ross saw this phenomenon, but not Lieut. Wilkes, who 
reports that the sun set a little before 10 and rose about 4 
o’clock. Captain Weddle was in lat. 74“ 15' S. on beb. 
20th, 1822, and he stated that “ the sun was beneath the ho¬ 
rizon for more than six hours.” Captain Ross in his record 
states : “at midnight, in lat. 74 0 S, the altitude being only 
2°, the sun was skimming along the southern horizon.” 

In M. Chaillu’s book, The Land of The Midnight Sun, he 
says that between June 13th and 16th he sailed towards the 
Midnight Sun in a steamer leaving Stockholm for Haparanda, 
the most northern town in Sweden, 65° 5 1 ' N lat., 41 miles 
S of the Arctic Circle as marked on maps. It is in the same 
latitude as the most northerly part of Iceland. 

At the North Centre “the sun is to be seen for six 
months.” These quoted words are followed by the statement 
that the sun is seen at the Arctic Circle for one whole day, 
at the base of the North Cape from May 15th to August 
1st. At the Pole the observer seems to be in the centre of 
a grand spiral movement of the sun, which further south 
takes place north of him. 

The known location of the Midnight Sun is in keeping 
with the statement that the earth and sea together form a 
vazt plane—for, water being level is the best proof that the 
earth must be a plane, because if water is level, the land 
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about it is level, and this M. Chaillu unconsciously proves 
in his book. 

If the earth were a globe God would not have given us 
the wrong order of Creation in the opening of the Holy 
Decalogue, wherein He distinctly states, that heaven is 
“above, the earth beneath, and water under the earth.” 
The laws of Nature (which were created by God) cannot 
be violated, and that it is impossible to lock round a "lobe 
the annexed diagram will clearly illustrate: 


An observer at M can see the sun at midnight above the 
horizon as shown by the dotted lines, that is, looking di- 
lectly over the North Pole (M Q) ; the horizon is a straight 
me tangential to the surface of the assumed globe at the 
point of observation. It must therefore be placed at right 
angles to the dotted line E M ; but we will leave the reader 
to examine for himself the bearing of this case in an un- 
piejudiced attitude. Then it will be clearly shown to be 
such an one, that for the observer at M to see the sun at 
midnight at P, whether it be from north or south of the 
globe, he would have to look downwards and his vision 
pierce through the globe for over 5,000 miles. The sun 
aeing seen there leaves the Newtonian philosopher with “a 
hard nut to crack.” No wonder that Haeckel entitled his 
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book : The Riddle of the Universe. To get over the diffi¬ 
culties terrific distances have been assumed, and the sun 
has been asserted to be a million times larger than this 
earth, whereas there is nothing to prove that it is more than 
the reasonable diameter—about 30 miles—-especially seeing 
that the sun cannot illuminate more than 90 degrees of the 
semi-surface of the earth, representing an arc of 5>4 00 miles 
with a diameter of 1,800 miles. 

It seems evident while we cannot account for what Com¬ 
manders Wilkes, Bison, Sir J. Clark Ross, and other navi¬ 
gators in high southern latitudes saw, namely, from January 
10th to February 19th, that there was night, and also on 
the 2nd, 6th, 7th, 8th, 11th, 12th, 14th, 17th, and 19th of 
February—but no mention being made of the missing 
dates—we have concluded that the sun had been “ up on 
those dates, and that mention would have been made of so 
wonderful a phenomenon. 

I say that while we cannot account for everything, never¬ 
theless, it is evident that, according to the statements of 
recent navigators and explorers in high southern latitudes, 
similar phenomena, relative to the midnight sun in southern 
latitudes, is annually seen, as witnessed in the North. But 
while the sun can be seen at midnight far South on a Plane 
Earth, on a globe it would be an impossibility, because the 
observer would have to either look round the corner or to 
see through a solid globe. 

It is self-evident that an orb, as the sun evidently is, would 
be more likely to give its light simultaneously in northerly 
and southerly directions over a Plane Earth, than if it were 
a globe ; in fact, the globular theory of the earth is proved 
to be an impossibility through the evidence of the Midnight 
Sun in northern and southern regions. 

We ask : Where and when, and by whom was ever a degiee 
of longitude measured south of the Equator? We think 
that it never has been done. But if it could be done it would 
not settle the question of distance in the South, and the 
true shape of the earth. 

When we speak of distances then we have done with 
“degrees” so far as longitude is concerned. We have no 
evidence of certain facts, special observations, and scientific 
experiments ; therefore, if we use the evidence of 0111 senses 
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in harmony with the Revealed Word, which is the Truth, 
we shall prove the truth of the words, that the sun’s “ going 
forth is from the ends of the heaven, and his circuit to the 
end of it.” 

It is a fact that the Midnight Sun at or near the southern 
“ pole ” (in the heavens) is seen at the same time in northern 
regions. Also, I believe that the Midnight Sun at the North 
“Pole” is visible at the same time in New Zealand. But 
it is near mid-day there. Therefore, we know the extent of 
“his circuit” in both the northern and southern heavens. 

The sun is never seen above the horizon on the 21st 
December further north than the Arctic circle, 23^° from 
the northern centre, or 66 \° north of the Equator. This is 
the hardest fact for the Newtonians to face that ever was 
put before them if they would face it fairly, instead of as¬ 
suming to be able only to see the sun as far as New Zealand 
when it is known to be shining over the North Pole (so- 
called). 

Now I will repeat another fact, often mentioned, namely, 
that the shape of the heavenly bodies and their motions 
have nothing necessarily to do with the shape of the earth, 
or with the fact that God “ hath founded the earth upon 
her basis that it should not be removed for ever.” 

It seems evident that the sun’s path, in his revolution 
around and above the earth, expands and contracts alter¬ 
nately. The movements in some respects may be compared 
to the mainspring of a watch, though the body of the sun 
moves per se, and when we speak of the northern and south¬ 
ern “ declination,” it is only another form of saying that the 
sun’s path is nearest the polar centres at one period, and 
farthest away from them at another. Whether the sun’s path 
was once very near to the earth’s arctic (or polar) centre is 
not now under consideration, though, en passant, there are 
apparent evidences that the conditions and productions 
found within the tropics once existed in northern regions. 

According to the testimony of different persons, equal 
days and nights occur when the sun is on the Equator, and 
long days and short nights occur at the extremities or when 
the sun is in the tropics. The longest days come in the 
northern parts when the sun is on the tropic of Cancer, and 
the shortest days in these parts when the sun is on the 
tropic of Capricorn, and vice versa for the southern parts. 
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the Equator. Eq representing the Equator. Let A re¬ 
present the position of the sun from the earth, when in the 
tropic of Cancer. It is placed at a distance from the earth 
about equal to the earth’s semi-diameter. This is more 
than its real distance from the earth by at least a thousand 
miles. But we have placed it further off than we need to 
in order to show the impossibility of the sun’s ever shining 
on the North Pole, so-called. From the point A the centre 
of the sun when on the tropic of Cancer draw a line as a 
tangent to the sphere towards the North Pole, and produce 
it to A. It will be seen that this line does not touch the 
North Pole at all, so that according to the astronomers’ 
theory the sun’s direct rays should never be seen at the 
North Pole, not even when the sun has crossed to north 
declination and reached 23^ N. Much less would the sun’s 
rays reach the North Pole when the sun is on or over the 
Equator at B, as the line B b shows drawn at a tangent. 
This line would touch the globe further from the North than 
the line A a. And of course it is worse still when the sun 
is in the tropic of Capricorn, as may be seen by the line 
C c. 

And the same line of reasoning shows that on the globular 
theory the sun never could shine on the South Pole, much 
less the midnight sun ever be seen there! If readers will 
draw their own diagrams carefully, and make them much 
larger these points will come out more clearly. 

When the sun is over the equator, and the days and 
nights are equal all over the world, the sun could not be 
seen at either of the poles according to the spherical hy¬ 
pothesis ; not even if we place it right away from the earth 
at D. But according to reports the sun can be actually 
seen at these places at the times indicated, therefore these 
facts prove clearly that there is something wrong with the 
globular theory. 

That the sun revolves in a spiral orbit over and round 
the earth, is evident from observation ; but some globularists 
say : “ If the earth were flat we should always see the same 
stars wherever we might be—whether in London or Cape 
Town.” Also: “If the earth were flat the sun would rise 
and set upon all the countries of the world at the same 
time.” But this is not true. 

(to be continued.) 


MAN’S PLACE IN THE UNIVERSE. 277 


MAN’S PLACE IN THE UNIVERSE. 

PART II. 

(continued from p. 250). 

Finally we are gravely assured that these “ five distinct 
conditions ” are mostly lacking in the case of the “ other 
planets ” ; and as to the “ suns ” on the confines or inside, 
the Milky Way, they have no planets “ adapted as we are 
to develope high forms of organic life.” (Italics mine.) 

Zetetics will no doubt generally agree with this, as also 
with the following fact, or figure, given in the same article : 

“ Comparing the stars of the Milky Way to the molecules 
of a gas, must not a certain proportion of these stars con¬ 
tinually escape the attractive powers of their neighbours ? ” 
Quite so. And again: “ Can gravitation maintain its in¬ 
fluence on the confines of a finite universe in the same degree 
as near its centre?” As Zetetics we think that the stars, 
like molecules of gas, not only escape the influence of grav¬ 
itation but even defy its power. We have watched a mole¬ 
cule, or rather a mote of dust, quiety floating in the air and 
sunshine, and defying the combined pull of all the molecules 
in the world ! And this was a long way from the “ confines 
of the universe.” In fact it was close at hand, so that we 
could leisurely watch its little ways as it danced about, or 
balanced itself momentarily in the sunshine, teaching us 
lessons that are deeper and truer than any of the deductions 
of Sir Isaac from the fall of a fanciful apple. 

For we must remember that the “ law” of gravitation is 
not that it acts merely on the bulk of a planet, but that 
every atom of matter in the universe is pulling at every 
other atom in the universe, and that a single atom is there¬ 
fore pulling at all others—millions and billions of them— 
and they, at the same time are all pulling at it. I think 
it was, therefore, excusable in me while watching the above 
“ experiment of the balancing mote ” to shout, “ Bravo, 
little speck ; thou hast beaten Newton’s apple ! Gravitation 
brought that to the ground, but thou dost playfully defy 
it! Bravo! 
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What Is Man? 

A “ Development ” or a Creation ? 

In conclusion we ought at least briefly to notice this 
ancient and important question. It is strictly germane to 
the subject yet Mr. W., I find, ignores it as a question, and 
quietly assumes throughout his article the unproved doctrine 
of human “ development,” or evolution. Of course the 
globular theory and the evolution theory go together; they 
are, so to speak, cousins german. Every evolutionist as a 
matter of fact is a globite or globularist; and every globite 
ought in consistency to be a believer in evolution. Some 
evolutionists stop with physical evolution ; but others, more 
consistent, carry the doctrine into the realm of spirit, or 
“ mind ” as well as matter. 

Mr. Wallace seems to be of the latter class, As a theo- 
sophist he evidently believes in the natural immortality of 
the soul or spirit; which he would call the ‘• man.” Whereas 
the Bible, agreeable to the facts of everyday experience, 
everywhere teaches that man, the real material man, though 
in temporary possession of “ spirit ” is mortal by reason of 
sin. At the same it sets before man “the blessed hope ot 
eternal life’ as the gift of God through our Lord Jesus the 
Christ. That splendid reasoner, Paul, clearly sets forth this 
doctrine as the peculiarity of the Gospel of Christ. He 
says that to them who by patient continuance in well doing 
seek for glory, honour, and IMMORTALITY ” God will render, 
or give, Eternal Life (Rom. ii. 7). A man does not “ seek ” 
for that which he thinks he is already in possession of; and 
so the theosophist, with others who may have unconsciously 
imbibed this pagan doctrine, refuse to come to the Christ 
that they may have this eternal Life (John v. 40). 

1 he theosophist, moreover, not only imagines that his 
individual immortality will reach into the unending future, 
but he also believes that it has come down through millions 
of years from the dim and eternal past. In fact he claims 
that man is a sort of lesser god, that he does not surely die, 
but is slowly progressing through dreary ages, cycles, and 
re-incarnations towards a greater godship. Thus they not 
only deny the Creation as described in the Word of God, 
but they dethrone the Creator of the world as revealed 
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therein ; while they blindly accept the delusive promise, 
Ye shall be as gods knowing both good and evil.” This 
phase of the subject is carefully concealed from the general 
reader, but it comes out near the end of the article under 
review. Mr. W. says that such thinkers as himself “believe 
that we ourselves are the SOLE and sufficient result” of the 
forces of this self evolved universe. What is this but saying 
that men by “ development” are, or may become, the only 
gods in existence. Thus belief in a fictitious universe leads 
men to set fictitious values upon their own individualities. 
Nature knows no such values, as may often be seen by its 
wholesale destruction of life both by flood and by fire ; and 
the Bible, ever faithful to the facts of nature, and our own 
personal experiences, shows that because of Sin, Death at 
present reigns in the world ; and that, at present, the Son of 
God “ only hath immortality” (1 Tim. vi. 16). 

Man’s place in Nature is therefore that of a creature—a 
creature formed out of the dust and liable to return thereto 
(Gen. iii. 19). But the Gospel of the Christ comes with the 
glorious hope of a new Life, a new birth by a Resurrection 
(not a “ re-incarnation ”) from the dead. Compare Dan. 
xii. 2, and John v. 28, 29. And this priceless boon is offered 
to anyone who will honestly obey the reasonable and neces¬ 
sary conditions. “ For God so loved the world (this one 
and only world) that He gave His only begotten Son, that 
whosoever believeth in Him should not perish but have 
EVERLASTING LIFE.” —John iii. 16. And whoever honestly 
reads the life record of this God Begotten Son must acknow¬ 
ledge that He is worthy of our faith and trust. 

Thanks be to God for His unspeakable gift. May every 
true Zetetic strive to attain thereto. 

ALBERT SMITH. 

“ Hatfield Villa,” 

Gwendolen Road, Leicester. June , /poj. 
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A DEFENCE OF PHILOSOPHIC DOUBT: 

By Rectangle. 

(concluded from p. 217). 

But what about the Turanian languages? Do they show 
any such resemblances to the Semitic ? Do the Negro and 
the Hottentot and the savage of Terra del Fuego make 
good their claim to be reckoned both men and brethren ? 
Here the answer is a still more 

STARTLING AFFIRMATIVE. 

There is a very close connection between the various African 
languages. Dr. Latham says: “That the uniformity of 
languages throughout Africa is greater than it is either in 
Asia or in Europe, is a statement to which I have not the least 
hesitation in committing myself.” Among these languages 
we have to number the chief of them—the ancient Egyptian. 
Now this we are able to inspect in its most ancient forms. 
The inscriptions enable us to trace it for more than 2,000 
years before the Christian era. The result is that the 
Scripture account is most marvellously vindicated in more 
than one particular. The Egyptian presents us with a 
language intermediate between the three families of human 
speech. Latham and Bunsen agree in regarding it as inter¬ 
mediary and have called it “ sub-Semitic.” This means 
that the further we go back the more do the languages of 
the three families approach each other, and the more do 
they show the traces of their common origin. 

Before I pass from this point, let me quote a passage from 
Sir W. Dawson’s Archaia , which will indicate how very fully 
modern researches have disclosed the traces of the original 
unity of the human race. He says (pages 295, 296): 

“ To the north the Indo-European (Aryan or Japhetic) 

area is bounded by 

A GREAT GROUP 

of semi-barbarous populations, mostly with Mongolian 
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features, and speaking languages which have been grouped 
as Turanian. These Turanian languages, on the one 
hand, graduate without perceptible break into the Eskimo 
and American Indian; on the other, according to Muller 
and Latham, they are united, though less distinctly, with 
the Semitic and Japhetic tongues. Another great area 
on the coasts and in the islands of the Pacific is overspread 
by the Malay, which, through the populations of Trans- 
Gangetic India (India beyond the Ganges), connects itself 
with the great Indo-Euiopean line. If we regard physical 
characteristics, manners and customs, and mythologies, as 
well as mere languages, it is much easier thus to link 
together nearly all the populations of the globe. In in¬ 
vestigations of this kind, it is true, the links of connection 
are often delicate and evanescent ; yet they have conveyed 
to the ablest investigators 

THE STRONG IMPRESSION 

that the phenomena are rather those of division of a radi¬ 
cal language than of union of several radically distinct. 

That is to say, that the Bible has clearly stated from the 
beginning what Philology is now dimly feeling to be the 
truth ! Will any “ advanced ” friend tell us how this has 
come to pass if Genesis is not fully inspired ? How has it 
been filled with the light of eternal truth, and not with the 
darkness of the age of Moses or of Ezra ? One more result 
of investigation will complete this testimony. Professor 
Hommel, of Munich, has lately announced that there can 
no longer be any doubt that Egyptian civilization 

PROCEEDED FROM BABYLON. 

This is another tribute paid by science to the truth of Gen¬ 
esis, which has made men heirs for thirty-three centuries 
of the knowledge that the human race dwelt together in its 
early days in the valley of the Euphrates. 

Observers in other fields have come upon indications 
which tell the same story. “ Latham,” says Dawson (Archaia 
p. 296), “ has shown that the languages of men may be 
regarded as arranged in lines of divergence, the extreme 
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points of which are Fuego, Tasmania, Easter Island ; and 
that from all these points they converge to a common centre 
of Western Asia, where we find a cluster of the most ancient 
and perfect languages.” In other words, “ science shows 
not only that the race is one, but that its cradle was in 
Western Asia, in the very region in which Genesis has 
placed it. This is not strange to us who believe Genesis to 
be the very Word of God. But to those who believe it to 
be anything but the Word of God these facts are nothing 
short of an insoluble mystery, or 

A STUPENDOUS REBUKE.” 


CONCLUSION. 

Leaving out of the question the unthinking multitudes 
who are ever ready to believe whatever “ science ” propounds, 
and to spurn to-day what yesterday they worshipped, be¬ 
cause the great god “ Science ” commands, it must be patent 
to men and women of thought that very much of modern 
so-called science is directly opposed to fact and common- 
sense. 

Science boldly avers that: — 

1. The earth is a globe, the product of evolution. 

2 . Man is the highest species of evolution, from lower 
forms through incalculable periods of time. 

3. The sun and planets are superior to this earth, which 
is as a mere speck compared to the myriad (possibly 
inhabited) worlds around us. 

4. The moon is a reflector, and not a giver of light. 

5. The stars are millions of times larger than the earth. 

6. All life having started by spontaneous generation, there 
is no room for a God in Nature (see Modern Review , 
October, 1880,) either to create or direct its forces. 

On the contrary, the Bible consistently states from the 
first page to the last, that: 

1. The world is a stretched-out structure built on founda¬ 
tions, and the result of Special Divine Creation. 

2. Man is the result of Special Creation and was made 
perfect at one time. 

3. The sun and stars are inferior to this (the only) world, 
which they were created to serve. 
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4. The moon is self-luminous—a giver of light. 

5. The stars are small objects. Some of them will at a 
future time fall upon this earth, and it is manifestly 
impossible for bodies millions of times larger than the 
earth to fall upon it. 

6. All life was created by Divine Power and made perfect 
at the start, and that God creates and controls all the 
“forces of nature,” which without His sustaining hand 
would cease to be. 

To the thinking man, an apology for doubting the con¬ 
clusions of modern philosophical science is unnecessary ; 
and when these conclusions can be shown to be devoid of 
truth, it behoves the truth-seeker to abandon them and to 
confine his investigations to channels, in which, with a mind 
perfectly free to be impressed by whatever discovery his re¬ 
searches may lead to, he may find out the matter at issue 
for himself. 

A slavish obedience to the popular thing is unworthy of 
any man ; and if men are to free themselves from the tram¬ 
mels of popular prejudice, it can only be by following a true 
free-thought method as indicated above. 


SOUTH AND NORTH : 

Their respective Stars and Motions, etc. 

It has been asserted by upholders of the globular theory 
that the earth has been proved to be a rotative and revolving 
globe because the stars in the southern “ hemisphere ” move 
round a south polar star in the same way that those of the 
North revolve round Polaris. 

Therefore, in consequence of the foregoing assertion and 
the mythical conclusions and deductions derived therefrom, 
the Ed. wrote to Mr. Ernest W. Cook, Government Astron¬ 
omer, Perth Observatory, West Australia, relative to celestial 
phenomena, star motions, magnetism, etc. That gentleman 
has kindly replied to many of the queries I put to him. 
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He says : “ There is a point in our sky round which all 

stars appear to revolve.The axis of our largest telescope 

is directed precisely to that spot.It is not an absolutely 

fixed spot in the sky.” He goes on to say that the position 
varies from day to day very slightly. This variation is (he 
says) in our accepted theory caused by the attraction of sun, 
moon, and planets. There is not any star in this exact spot; 
in fact the spot itself varies slightly. There is, however, a 
small star called Sigma Octantis, and in reply to my ques¬ 
tion Mr. Cook says : “ The sun and moon always appear to 
revolve round this point the whole year through.” Making 
some allowance for their gradual change in declination, be* 
their motion is more in the form of a spiral. 

I am grateful to our esteemed friend, the noted Perth 
astronomer, for the valuable information he has kindly 
forwarded. For we are assured that no results of solid 
facts and true experiments regarding either northern or 
southern constellations could possibly reveal any proof of 
either the earth’s mobility, or rotundity. In studying the 
laws of the universe the minds of atheistic astronomers are 
handicapped with the belief that because the sun and moon 
and the planets are globular, therefore the earth must 
necessarily be a globe, and they start off with the idea that 
the earth is a heavenly body—quite forgetting, or ignoring, 
the teaching of the Holy Scriptures. The earth is God’s 
footstool, and it is “ founded ” that “ it shall not be removed 
for ever.” 

Heaven is above , the earth beneath , and water tinder the 
earth ; this is the true order of the universe as set forth in 
the second Commandment. And regarding the heavenly 
bodies, it is written, in the true account of Creation which 
comes from the Creator Himself: “God made two great 
lights , the greater light to rule the day, and the lesser light 
to rule the night: He made the stars also. And God set 
them in the firmament of the heaven to give light upon 
the earth.” s K 

So far as any man does not believe these God-given state¬ 
ments his mind is warped ; and to say the least he stands 
at a great disadvantage, of which we are assured. 

We are stating a palpable fact when we say that “ the 
man in the street” may see that the North Pole star is the 
centre of a number of constellations which move over the 
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earth, in a circular direction, and those nearest to it, viz. : 
the Great Bear, etc., are always visible in England during 
the whole of their 24 hours’ revotion. 

Those further away southwards rise NNE, and set SSE ; 
sti'l further south they rise East by North, and set West 
by North. The farthest South visible from England—the 
rising is more to the East and South-East, the setting being 
to the West and South-West. As a matter of fact all the 
stars visible from London rise and set in a way which is 
incompatible with the doctrine of rotundity ; e.g., if we re¬ 
main all night on Hampstead Heath, standing with our backs 
to the North, and note the stars in the zenith of our posi¬ 
tion, we shall see that the Zenith stars will gradually recede 
to the North-West ; the same stars rise towards our position 
from NE, demonstrating that the path of all the stars be¬ 
tween ourselves and the Northern Centre move round the 
North Pole star (“ Polaris”) as a common centre of revolu¬ 
tion. 

This is just what they must do over a plane such as the 
earth is proved to be by Zetetics. Upon a globe, zenith 
stars would rise, pass over head, and set in the plane of the 
observer’s position. Now if we watch in the same way the 
zenith stars from Sydney, Melbourne (Australia), New Zea¬ 
land, Rio Janeiro, and other places in the South, the same 
phenomenon is observed—and we know (from special ob¬ 
servations made) that the zenith stars rise from the morning 
horizon to the zenith of the observer, and descend to the 
evening horizon—and we are informed that from and within 
the equator, the North Pole star (Polaris) and the constel¬ 
lations Ursa Major, and some others, can be seen from 
every meridian simultaneously. On the other hand : in the 
South, the whole of the remarkable constellation of the 
Southern Cross cannot always be seen even as far north as 
Perth. Yet it appears that all the constellations of the 
South revolve around a southern centre, or pole. But, 
nevertheless, the earth has no such “ pole ” or centre , such 
as is maintained by globularists, and described in the ex¬ 
treme opposite point to N on paste-board globes and maps. 

The Cross, which is to navigators a token of peace, and 
according to its position, indicates the hours of the night, 
is not always visible—nor always seen far above the horizon 
just as the Great Bear is at all times visible upon, and north 
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of the Equator. Humboldt states, when he saw it, that 
it was strongly inclined, showing that it was rising in the 
East, and his account leads us to regard it as sharing in the 
general sweep of the stars from east to west in common with 
the whole firmament of stars—but in any case giving evi¬ 
dence that the earth is a plane. 

Mr. Cook states ; “I do not know where the South Magnetic 
Pole is situated. We hope to find this out on the return 
of the Antarctic Expedition.” We shall be interested in 
studying this portion of the recorded results of the Expedi¬ 
tion ; and vie trust that much helpful information will be the 
result. 

But the existence of a South Centre in the heavens, com¬ 
monly called a South Pole, around which the sun may turn 
in his appointed course in the heavens, disproves not that 
the earth is a plane, and immoveable. Nor would it disprove 
an extended Southern Circumference beyond which God has 
not yet permitted men to penetrate. 

(to be continued D.V.) 


All communications and enquiries respecting this Magazine and the teaching it 
upholds , and all questions and matter for insertion , should be addressed to 
E.A.M.B //, Gloucester Road) Kingston Hill . 


“THE EARTH’S” OBSERVATORY. 

The Ed. does not necessarily endorse statements made under the headings of “ The 
Earth's Observatory,” Letters, etc., unless signed Ed. The Earth. 


The smoke from the forest fires which is overhanging the North Atlantic 
States extends to Washington, and on Friday was observed at sea 600 miles 
away. It has even affected navigation at Baltimore.— Lloyds, June 7. 1903. 


It will be seen from the following paragraphs reprinted from the July number 
of Past and Future , that someone has asked its Editor (Mr. J. B. Dimbleby) 
for a Bible text proving the earth has motion ; and Mr. Dimbleby flounders 
about pitiably trying to prove it. Others can see his illogical arguments, and 
his pitiable floundering, and I pray that he may be led ere long to a knowledge 
of the truth regarding Creation himself. 
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“Will you give me a Bible text which bears out your contention that the 
f it ScriDture believed aud taught that the earth moves ? 

Wr “There fre severafastronomical facts known to us which are not "“ntjoned 
■ ; The writers of Holy Scripture do not tell us that the length of 

in the Bible. The ml er: s o. n y _ r ^ k of solar year s. The 

,he solar year ts s patriarchs are always solar years, not lunar 

BruVere are passages of Scripture from which The 

the annual revolution of the e . ■ ■ j P of the ycar cau sed by the 

20th of September is always ^the fi t d ^ ^ ^ days 0 f the year 

wlrichhave a'natural increase owing * “feachl" tte^ointrf the 

miss. 

site the centre of her orbit ; but on thet fourth day ^ >n°v e Q PP 

tire sun which is not between the length 0 /the sidereafand 

earth has thrice gamedd & no , utio-1 in a n orbit round the sun she 
the tropic I da). U the eart h(jut thg ear> which amounts to nearly 

could not daily make tl g soa p roo fthat the cosmogony of the opening 

four minutes each day. Thi of 94- hours and not long periods. 

Chapter of Genesis “ted of naturM day s of 24^ of tbe g / arth are 

c.earfyTaultX first chapter of Genesis, and that the points mentioned are 
scientific, surpassing our English cml yean minules longer than the 

ri,e earth to\he stars! . It is because the earth moves about a degree rn her 
orbit daily that this gain e ‘* c ’" 1 ' h . it Moses under sto 0 d all this. The Egypt¬ 
ians amongst^wliom he lived. during 40 yea. before ^"ghato were 

SfthemTis” °It'U the° failingback 

S'X'Aach 8 lelyeaU ^"he fourth quarter of 619 when the earth in 
the east has the sun behind her. 


SUNSPOTS AND ASTRONOMICAL SCIENCE. 

To the Editor of The Earth. Universe,” says the Savi- 

Madam,—A statement about an argument founded upon it to 

lian Professor of Astr ° n f "“ y ’ R °^ < i['VallLe is subscribed, is deserving of 
our'serio'us con^derarion ; for we know that the statement is made by a keen, 
able and experienced collector of. f ^ ts - , f the whole un iverse known 

The earth and the sun, are ind'Sh“tehly ancien t and modern world, 
to man, in the past and present his V_ . twenty f our thousand miles 

The earth, - we now know the £ lat of March, when 

m circumference. And at tne e^ , or an d is in right ascension, 

the great luminary of light ciosses eiVht thousand miles in dia- 

vertical to our earth, throughout I fc ° 2 ‘X therefore, the 

|i^ si r srs? 

* -»-• «*• Dr ' Wallace> 
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be very inaccurate in his observations of natural phenomena in the highest 
] leavens. 

I'oi a sunspot of a diametjr of 30,000 kilometers represents nearly 19,000 
geographical miles, and a circumference of 57,000 miles, which, if u were 
scientifically true, would inconceivably bestow upon our earth of 24,000 miles 
in circumference, a permanent solar il luminal ion, during a whole period of 
twenty-four hours, and deprive the earth a ,d man of the alternative divine 
♦ blessings of day and night, summer and winter, and the four seasons of the solar 

year, which since the Creation of the Cosmos, have constantly predominated 
throughout the wide boundaries of the world. 

If the Abbe Moreux will cast aside the Newtonian astronomical hypothesis 
and his scholastic educational curriculum, he may readily discover that the 
earth is infinitely of greater magnitude than the sun, the stars, and the planets, 
which conspicuously adorn and beautify the celestial sphere. 

The nescience o r modern astronomic:d affirmations can n^ver be harmonized 
with the observed phenomena of the heavens. Therefore our modern astrono¬ 
mers should discard the theoretical conclusions of mathematical calculations, 
and the unreliable results of telescopic observations, and wisely accept the in¬ 
fallible determinations of the mariner’s sextant, which according to the Nauti¬ 
cal Almanac, rightly declares that the diameter of the sun at the earth’s mean 
distance is 32 deg. 2 min. 36 sec., the result of the 33 years’ observations, 1851 
to 1883, at the Royal Observatory, Greenwich, as determined by P ofessor An¬ 
drews. One minute of arc on the sextant represents a nautical mile, tml, 
therefore, the exact diameter of the sun is only 32 nautical miles , with a circum¬ 
ference of 96 miles. 

What, then, becomes of the Abbe Moieux’ legendary sunspot of 33,000 
kilometres in diameter, which evidently represents a hypothetical diameter of 
19,000, and an illusory circumference of 57,000 geographical miles ? 

Mr. H. II. lurner, the Savilian Professor of Astronomy at Oxford, can now 
have no kind of scientific controversy with Alfred Russell Wallace, on his accur¬ 
ate declaration that the earth is the only place in the visible universe, where 
animal and vegetable organisms can live, move, and have their being. 

Yours verv sincerelv, 

St. Leonards-on-Sea. Wm. M. DAVIDSON. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


ANSWERS TO H. LOCK, Esq. 

(1) II, .according to your theory, all the countries of the world are np.»n the 
top surface of a disc-like body, will you explain why they do not get their daylight 
m mull anemisly ? Because it appears to me that the sun, from its great height, 
must shine upon the whole of the disc from sunrise to sunset. 

The questioner assumes that the sun is a body much larger than the earth, 
located far away in space. Whereas as a malte.1 of fact the sun is neither large 
enough nor high enough to shine over all the earth, hut only over about half 
of it at once, the atmosphere deflecting the sun’s rays from the earth when they 
fall very obliquely, so that darkness follows in those parts until the sun comes 
round again and is nearer. The sun’s light does not travel in straight lines, 
hut converges we believe, and by the refragibilitv of the whole hulk of its ravs 
il circles the earth. 

The cause of the refraction is attributable to the rays passing through media 
of varying density in the atmosphere. 
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(2) Everybody knows that the sun’s direct contact with the earth never ex¬ 
tends beyond the tropics, and also that it rises in the east and sets in the west; 
will you explain your theory of the earth’s motions as a disc, to bear out these 
facts so completely as the old theory does. 

The sun’s direct Zenith never extends beyond the tropics, but it never gets in 
“direct contact with the earth.” While the evidence of our senses is opposed 
to the assumption that we are living on a whirling globe composed of land and 
water, we have also the evidence contained in the Scriptures, wherein we may 
learn, regarding the earth, that God “hath founded it upon the seas, and 
established it upon the floods.”— Ps. xxiv. 2. Also in 2 Pet. iii. 5, it is stated 
that “ by the Word of God the heavens were of old, and the earth standing out 
of the water and in the water.” Therefore, while the earth may have a fluctu- 
a 1 ion it cannot move from its location ; it is “ founded upon the seas,” and so 
fir as progression is concerned it is motionless. But the progression of the sun 
is a daily visible reality, its inolion being in a spiral orbit, the limit of its circuit 
being within the ice boundary. The sun is never directly above any part of the 
earth north of the tropic of Cancer, nor south of the tropic of Capricorn. The fiist 
p : i t of the question is cognized in the statement that there are two small circles 
of a “celestial sphere” (so-called) situated each side of the equator, at a dis¬ 
tance of 23 deg. 23 min., and parallel to its greatest distance N or S : if the 
sun he observed from any Latitude a few degrees N of a circle of the tropic of 
Cancer for any period, it will he seen to describe an arc of a circle. “The sun also 
nriscfh, and the sun goeth down, and hasteth to his place where he arose. To 
us the sun rises in the east and sets in the west—the reason being that it is the daily 
path of the sun so far as we in this part of the world are concerned. 

(3) This question has been raised : Can a river run uphill ? Scientific survey 
has always shewn a fall in the bed of a river ftom its source to its estuaiy. The 
geographical term of “ Watershed ” gees to show that any river or set of rivers 
is conducted to the sea by the natural fall in the land that forms the watershed 
and when it has suited the requirements of man to interfere with a river’s course 
as laid down by nature, they have had to resort to mechanical aid in the shape 
of locks and weirs. Will you give your fullest explanation of the point you 
raise here? . . , , , 

Water cannot run uphill, though appearances occasionally caused hy local 
surroundings might lead 10 a diflerent deduction. The diieclion in which 
water naturally flows implies that there is some amount of declination in the 
direction which the water takes ; hut this is not a proof of the rotundity of the 
earth, hut quite the conlrary. In many instances the slope is almost impercept¬ 
ible ; e.g., for a thousand miles flows the great Nile toward the sea, and falls 
hut a foot. Again, admitting that water flows to where there is a lower plane, 
vet the rivers are practically level—so level that they disprove a spherical earth. 


To the Editor. — I enclose a cutting from Daily News, June 15, and shall lie 
glad to know how it is possible to have four months night and four months 
sunshine in the south polar regions on a flat earth where the sun ought to set 
and rise every day.—B. O. J. 

Ans .—The fact that water is level proves the earth is flat, and the fact that 
the midnight sun has been seen in southern latitudes proves that it is “possible’ 
for the sun to appear there and give a long day, as it does in the North. Both 
facts must be believed as all “facts” ought to be believed. We cannot say 
the sun “ought” to rise and set in any particular way over the difl'e~ent parts 
of the plane earth. 
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“ The sun knoweth his going down” according to the Psalmist and it is not 
for us to say that it “ought” to do otherwise than it does. As for the ex¬ 
planation of this phenomenon we must be content to wait for further light upon 
the subject. But whether we can explain the phenomenon or not of the southern 
midnight sun, of one fact we feel quite sure, namely, that water is level, and 
the Bible account of Creation is true, and the earth therefore is a plane. 

ED. of The Earth . 


Why is it the sun is not visible all the night, especially as its light is so much 
greater than the stars ? Airs .—We believe it is not so. It is less. 


A ns. to F. W. C.—Let N S represent the north star, and A where the north 
star was seen ? By whom. It is said the north star cannot he seen beyond the 
Equator. The pages should be given in the ioo Proofs and “ Parallax’s ” 
hook, as this would save time. 

Your diagram seems to be taken from “ Parallax’s ” book. It was evidently 
intended to show how day and night occur and recur on a plane earth, not how 
4 muck daylight could possibly exist in any given place atone and the same time. 

The sun does not radiate with equal force, or nther to equal distance, in every 
direction. It is important to notice this. The sun’s light evidently travels fur¬ 
ther east and west than it does north and south. That is it travels further along 
the great circular course, moving round the earth than it does across. This 
should meet your difficulty. 

Light and heat radiate equally in all directions when the sun is on the outer 
circle as it is on December 21st. It is known that the light gradually diminishes 
until at, or about, 20 degrees from the Northern Centre it shades almost im¬ 
perceptibly into twilight and darkness. If then we take from this position to 
the Arctic circle it describes the whole extent of sun, or daylight, at a given 
moment on the shortest day. On June 21st the sun, by gradually contracting 
its path, has arrived at the inner circle ; then the same length of radius will 
produce the circle which represents the extent of daylight on the longest day. 
On the shortest day the light terminates at the Arctic Circle, leaving all 
beyond in darkness—and, as the sun moves forward, the edge of the circle of 
light continues during the whole of its course to fall short at a certain point ; 
hence, although it is daylight over the rest of the habitable earth some time 
during the 21 hours, the centre, N, is left in continual darkness ; but when, in 
six months afterwards, the sun is on tVe inner circle (the tropic of Cancer) the 
light extetids beyond the Arctic Circle, and, as it moves in its course, the centre 
(N) is continually illuminated. 

The motion of the sun is a visible reality, which is entirely verified by the 
Scriptures. And if it be observed a few degrees north of the line called the 
i Tropic of Cancer, and for any period before or after the time of touching or 

passing the meridian, it will be seen to describe a circle. 

Mr. C. asks : “ Why is it the sun is not visible all the night, espe(i illy as 
its light is so much greater than the stars?” The latter assertion we doubt, 
nevertheless this is a very fair question ; but it has been answered more than 
j once in The Earth Captain Parry and several of his officers when near the 

arctic circle, repeatedly saw, for 2-1 hours together, the sun describing a circle, 
and Mr. Campbell, United S-ates Minister to Norway, with a party of gentle¬ 
men, went far enough north to see the sun at midnight, and they “slid into 
another dry” without losing sight of the sun for 21 hours. The position of the 
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Tropic of Cancer is 23^ degrees N of the jhich js^the hjg. mjdnight 

declination the sun attains on or abo rt o 1 earth were a globe, 

sun is characteristic of the North and th, could not be t iMted aU 

The question might he asked. How it hat the earthy ^ ? ^ ^ to 

over its surface if the sun is several u iecated ihe earth to be a whirl- 

answer this question the gloiularists hav >1 . ‘j millions of miles away; 
in‘ r globe, and the sun to be an immense y * large enough , 

Untie reply: (D if no atmospher* of light 

its light would diffuse over the whole earth ^ with an atmosphere, 

and darkness could not exist , (y) - rlnallv increases downwards to 

of many miles in depth, the density of as they enter 

the surface, all the rays of light, ex p. r diffusion by refraction, 

the upper stratum of air being diverted in thmreo.a t of drffmuon y in 

are bent. But refraction, much like * in algebra « in the con- 

other words, conditions vary; but, suppo.=' b - ervU ion then refraction may' 
dilions of the atmosphere from two point. ■ a r J n n ’ ind that it on ly exists 
be allowed for upon a mean coinputalnon, . t " S anolher of different density 
when the line of sight passes from one n - ' , observat i on and the point 

-so where the same medium differs at the point oi ooservauo 

observed. . , rnmmred with the earth, and that its 

• We take it that the sun is a small body co™l • ea , th at one time, conse- 

light cannot reach over more than o.ie h. 1 , here ; s a difference m 

quently, as the sun moves, so night succeeds O , of a number of con- 

north and the south. The North Pole star .^th^centre being visible 

stellations which move over the eart i \ ^ within the Equator, and 

in England during their 2,1 hours' n T tU Tnorihern constellations 

it is a notable fact that the North p In the South, however, from 

cm be seen from every m-fidian‘ ^ t ar nor the constellation of the 

the equator neither the so-called ~out . , taneous i y from every meridian 

Southern Cross can, we are informed, rei - Cooke Government Astron- 

From a letter which I received from Mr. f three stars of the 

rimer, Perth, W. A., that gentleman •lielmv the southern horizon fora 
Southern Cross never set, the fourth S oes l l ' . it never se ts.” Of course 

short Lime each day; but in Adelaide ant from (he Soutb than the two 

the fact that Perth is situated at a greater tU ‘ wg roacb t he southern re- 
last named places fully' v ’’ ib!e which were not visible in more nor- 

Sy^»0^hr»^on has its limits. 


letters. 


Bates Road, Preston Park, Brighton. 

We were greatly favoured on Thamda;August SWth,.^ but 

and those who were privilege! bavin^heard anything like it before, 

present were quite unprepared for ne h = U1 have listened for hours 
Others said, it gave ^ Xr subiect/and the interest was sustained 
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throughout her instructive discourse which set forth truth according to the 
Scriptures* and disproved theory. 

E. Y. MULGRAYE (Minister}. 


My experience is contrary to what 1 was taught to believe, viz : that the earth 
is a globe. As a boy, in Jamaica, I used to ask my parents many questions 
about the earth ; and my mother told me there were several poiuts in Jamaica 
from which Cuba could be seen. Later I proved this to be true. In March, 
1881, I went from Montigo Bay to St. Ann’s Bay; some companions went with 
me up the hills, and the morning being bright and very clear, I saw two small 
sails standing out from shore quite distinctly, about five miles oft'. Another sail 
was also visible, about 80 miles away, which I and my friends made out to be 
a barque leaving Cuba. This we saw with the naked eye. 

One of my companions, a pilot boy, had a small telescope with a range of 
40 miles, but on looking through the glass we could not see these ships ; so the 
owner of the telescope, whose turn it was to watch for ships, stayed until he was 
able to ascertain that the vessels were going to Kingston, Jamaica. 

I would suggest a few causes which prevent anyone seeing a ship a great dis¬ 
tance away, although water is level: 

L The nature of the atmosphere. 2. The capacity of our visual organs. 

E. Y. MULGRAYE. 


I must thank you for your most interesting lectures. The people were 
charmed with them. I asked one of your hearers (a teacher at a public school) 
what she thought of the lecture ? She said, “ It was good, but most startling.” 
Please to accept our sincerest Christian regards, and we trust that the Lord 
may cause His Face to shine upon vou, and bless you richly. 

E. V. MULGRAYE. 


Bums House, Church Road, Newick, Sussex. 

Dear Mr. Blatchford,—I am anxiously waiting for the appearance of your 
pjomised refutation of Biblical Inspiration, Up to the present, I presume, you 
have simply been enjoying yourself at a game of shuttlecock with various forms 
of a spurious Christianity (certainly not the Christianity of the Bible)—by the 
way—knocking away some of their old rotten popular theological props—and 
I can tell you, this much to the amusement of some of the onlookers. 

It is indeed laughable to see what a sorry apology and defence these advo¬ 
cates of modern-day (so-called) science, and supporters of philosophical hypo¬ 
thesis have to offer, to see how beautifully they pull down their own fortress. 
And how easily the sandy foundation of their scientific (?) blending of the doc¬ 
trines of such theoretical speculators as Newton, Galileo, Copernicus, Socrates, 
Plato, Pliny, and others, with the doctrines of the Bible can be blown into 
space by the bombs from the enemy’s camp. And well they deserve it for not 
building on the impregnable Rock—THE BIBLE. 

I am, yours faithfully, \V. PACKIIAM. 


SUPPLEMENT. 


“THE EARTH,” Nos 41 & 42. 


Church of Christ, West Street, Auckland. July 13th, 1903. 

■ Dear Brother,—Your post card received. I shall he happy to answer any 
questions that are within my power to deal with. It was because I found on 
my recent visit to England that some of my friends denied the existence of a 
southern centre that I had the photo taken for their benefit. I have a more 
recent, and a better plate but no copies are yet printed. 

The statement that “water is level” has been made sponsor for a theory of 
the shape of the earth which contradicts facts of southern positions and distances, 
i.e. y the maps published to give the form of the earth on the plane theory do 
this. The admission of circum-polar stars south carries with it the further fact 
that south is a definite point, and not an infinity of points as represented on 
these maps. The same circum-polar stars visible from my house, I have seen 
from Sydney, Melbourne, Adelaide, and Capetown. If North and South are 
points,’what are East and West in reference to them ? 

The stars move in the same apparent general direction as with you. Looking 
north, all rise in the east (to the right), and set in the West (to the left). The 
main difference being that in your centre of vision are circum-polar stars, but 
ours sweep in curves from east to west. When you turn and look south you see 
curves, but looking south we see circumpolar stars. Making allowances for the 
difference of latitude and constellations the appearance to us looking south, is 
similar to yours looking north. It is this I think, which has given rise to the 
confusion which I have noticed in allusions to southern appearance. If you 
coil'd imagine all the stars fastened together on their meridians, and meeting 
at the two points, north and south ; then 'an observer beneath them, looking 
north would see them rising to his right hand, but turning to look at the south 
meeting point lie would see them rising to his left hand. Pardon this straining 
of the matter, but I hope it is quite clear to you. 

The sun moves apparently from east to west, and we are within the portion 
of the circle he makes. In the month of January, this year, the setting sun 
shone in at my front door. 

Yes, the length of day increases in summer, and shortens in winter as we go 
south. I copv the following from two almanacs for this year. One is published 
in Auckland, and the other in Christchurch (Middle Island). 

Airkland—Sun rises January 1st, 4.44; sets, 7.23. 

Christchurch— ,, ,, 4.26 ; 7.42. 

Auckland—Sun rises July 1st, 7.18 ; sets, 4.54. 

Christchurch— ,, ,, 7.36 ; ,, 4.30. 

I do not know of any astronomical works published in the south, excepting 
the ordinary reports issued from the Observa'ories. T e gist o these ttsu lly 
appear in tbe Notices of the R. A.S., or in the fount 1 of the British A tronumi- 
cal Association. Phillips, of Fleet Street, London, publish a revolving Planis¬ 
phere for the South which is serviceable, and gives a good idea of the appearances 
of the southern heavens. With kind regards, yours sincerely, 

GEO. ALDRIDGE. 










[Copy of Letter to G. A.] 

^ Hatfield Cottage, Gwendoline Road, Leicester, England 

Dear Brother Aldridge, Sept. 3rd, 1903. 

I have to thank you for vour letter, received on Sundav 

last, August 3t)lh. 

I do not deny that you have in the south a centre around which the southern 
stars revolve. If some Zetetics deny this it is because they have not yet seen 
the evidence for it. But as you know that southern constellations revolve around 
a so-called south “ pole,” so we know that water everywhere is level, and the 
earth (or land, see Gen. i. 10) therefore a plane. If the earth were a globe, 
according to popular belief, the surface of all canals, rivers, and seas, would 
be convex. 

It is as inconsistent of the globularist to deny that water is level as it would 
be of me to deny your evidence about the southern stars. Both are evidently 
facts, and no fact should he contradicted. The fact that water is level is utterly 
inconsistent with the globular theory, but the motions of the heavenly bodies 
have, speaking generally, nothing to do with the shape of the surface of the 
earth. But you and I are both Christians, and we ought alike to respect the 
Word of the Creator. No part of the Bible can be more undoubtedly the Word 
of God than the Ten Commandments which God spake on Mount Sinai. In 
the second commandment “God said” that 
Heaven is “ above,” 

The eaith “beneath,” 

And the water “under the earth.” 

Can you reconcile this with the whirling globe theory? Where is heaven on 
such a hypothesis ? Shall we as Christians accept the teaching of God’s Word 
respecting his own Creation, or shall we accept the “hypothesis” of “science” 
falsely so-called ? 

If the statements of the Bible respecting the form and order of the universe 
are not reliable, how shall we credit it on other matters? If vou t y to shake 
the faith ot Zetetic Christians in the inspired descriptions of God’s Universe 
will you not as a Christian teacher incur a grave responsibility? 

We Zetetics hold to the plane-earth doctrine because it throws so much light 
on Scripture statements, and strengthens our faith generally in God’s Woid ; 
but I have publicly debated the question here on the basis of “ science ” alone* 
and I have never yet met a man who could give me one irrefutable proof of the 
earth’s globularitv, or its supposed awful motions. We know that all infidels 
stand on the side of the astronomers, because modern theoretical astronomy 
subverts Bible teaching. Where, then, should all Christians be found ? Let 
us stand together on the side of God’s Word. You in the south could help us 
in the north ; and we in the north may be able to help you in ihe south. 

\ oil say, “ the sun moves apparently from east to west.” Why not believe 
the evidence of your senses, that is, that the sun does move? The Bible savs 
the sun moves; and the same good book says that the earth is established so 
that “ it cannot be moved.” Can you give me a proof that the earth moves as 
astronomers affirm ? I would like to see such a proof. 

There may be, and I think there are, some difficulties still remaining on the 
Zetetic side; blit one thing is certain, our teaching does not tend to subvert 
faith in the divine inspiration of the Bible. 

I shall be glad to see your further photos. Please mark which wav the stars 
revolve—your camera being of course pointed to the south. 

With kindest regards, believe me, vours faithfully, 

ALBERT SMITH. 

I'urther Questions.—I : Where does the sun rise to you on the 21st March, 
or 23rd September? Is it due east ? That is to your right hand ? And what 
is your latitude ? 2 : Where does the sun rise in December, say the 25th ? 
How much south of east? Ditto when setting? 3: Where on June 21st? 

I lease also give times of rising and setting. 4 : Does the moon appear to act 
in the same way ? When ? -A.S. 
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THE BOOK OF JOB 

IN CONNECTION WITH “ SCIENCE ” TRULY SO-CALLED : 

OR, 

DIVINE ASTRONOMY. 

“ Hast thou perceived the breadth of the earth.’ 

When speaking upon the subject of the Divine Cosmogony, 
revealed to Moses by the Creator and recorded by Moses, 
very frequently have I referred to the above passage of 
Scripture. I have reminded my hearers that there is great 
depth and much food for study in this portion of Holy Writ, 
i.e., in the whole Book of Job. But even a casual reader 
may clearly perceive, that the lesson which the Lord God 
Jehovah intended to impart to mankind in the one eight- 
worded question, which appears at the head of this article, 
is, that true knowledge and wisdom can alone emanate from 
the Creator Himself. 

Therefore 1 am rejoiced to announce to my readers that 
I have been favoured with an early copy of a new work by 
Dr. Bullinger, on the Book of Job.* Part I., giving its scope, 
as containing the “ oldest lesson in the world ; ”f and Part 
II.. giving a new translation of the whole book. 

It is with the latter that we are principally concerned 
now ; because, for the first time, that wonderful and beau¬ 
tiful book is made intelligible to English readers. 

Both the A.V. and R.V. are, as is well-known, in many 
places quite incoherent—conveying and containing inade¬ 
quate reasonable meaning. Of course, I need hardly add 
that there could be no improvement made to the original. 

’Note. —Published Bv Evre & Spottisw’oode. 3.1, Pi.Uernosl.er Row, E.C. 

Price, 5,'- cloth ; 7/fi leather (suitable for presents). 

To be obtained also of the Ed. of The Earik. 

( Note. —For the justification of the translation, where it diflers from the A.V., 
our reader, must consult Dr. Bullinger’s work itself. 








